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Messrs. RYUN, SNOWBARGER, VIS-
CLOSKY, and PICKERING and Mrs.
NORTHUP changed their vote from
‘‘yea’’ to ‘‘nay.’’

So (two-thirds not having voted in
favor thereof) the motion was rejected.

The result of the vote was announced
as above recorded.
f

IN SUPPORT OF THE MARRIAGE
TAX ELIMINATION ACT

(Mr. WELLER asked and was given
permission to address the House for 1
minute and to revise and extend his re-
marks and include extraneous mate-
rial.)

Mr. WELLER. Mr. Speaker, I rise
today in support of the Marriage Tax
Elimination Act. I would like to speak
in favor of this important legislation
with a few simple questions.

Mr. Speaker, do Americans feel it is
fair that our Tax Code imposes a high-
er tax penalty on marriage? Do Ameri-
cans feel that it is fair that 21 million
middle-class married working couples
pay an average of almost $1,400 in high-
er taxes just because they are married?
Do Americans feel it is morally right
that our Tax Code provides an incen-
tive to get divorced?

Of course not. The marriage tax is
not only unfair, it is wrong. It is im-
moral that our Tax Code punishes our
society’s most basic institution, mar-
riage, with a tax penalty of almost
$1,400 for 21 million working couples.
The Marriage Tax Elimination Act
eliminates the marriage penalty. It is
important legislation that deserves bi-
partisan support. I am pleased we now
have 223 cosponsors to eliminate the
marriage tax penalty.

I include the following material for
the RECORD:

MARRIAGE TAX QUOTES

If we are really interested in ‘‘putting chil-
dren first’’, then why would this country pe-
nalize the very situation (marriage) where

kids do best? When parents are truly com-
mitted to each other, through their marriage
vows, their children’s outcomes are en-
hanced. Children from solid, married fami-
lies have higher graduation rates from high
school and lower rates of drug abuse and
teenage pregnancy.—Gary & Carla Gipson of
Houston, Texas.

I am a 61 year old grandmother, still hold-
ing down a full time job, and I remarried
three years ago. I had to think long and hard
about marriage over staying single as I knew
it would cost us several thousand dollars a
year just to sign that marriage license. Mar-
riage has become a contract between two in-
dividuals and the federal government.—Mary
A. Hottel of New Castle, Virginia.

Last, I would like to share the few simple
words spoken by a constituent of mine in Illi-
nois’ 11th Congressional District:

You try and be honest and do things
straight, and you get penalized for it. That’s
just not right.—Mike Reading—Monee, Illi-
nois.

[From the Daily Journal, Sept. 11, 1997]
THE MARRIAGE TAX

Congressman Jerry Weller is taking a lead-
ing part in the campaign to repeal the mar-
riage tax.

A story in The Daily Journal Wednesday
reported that both he and Rep. David Mac-
Intosh of Indiana are spearheading an effort
to get the tax repealed. They would like to
see its repeal as part of any new tax bill next
year.

We agree. The marriage tax is an unfair
imposition. The code should be rewritten to
eliminate it.

While we are all for simplicity in the tax
code, the reality is that taxes drive social
engineering. People will do anything, almost
anything, that’s legal to avoid taxes. Thus,
throughout the 1980s, depreciation rules
drove the construction, even overbuilding, in
many areas of the country. Large portions of
the health insurance crises were driven by a
change in the tax laws. You used to be able
to deduct insurance entirely off your income
tax. It should not have surprised lawmakers
that the percentage of people taking health
insurance dropped when the deductibility of
health insurance shrank.

Thus, laws should encourage, rather than
discourage, marriage. And they should en-
courage, rather than discourage, couples
from staying together.

It is patently unfair that a married couple,
where both work, is taxed at a higher rate
than two separate people. Every year you
hear of a couple that humorously goes
through a sham divorce just for tax pur-
poses.

This year, the government did lurch in the
right direction by enacting tax credits to
help parents. Now it should act to help the
rest of the family by repealing the marriage
tax. Weller’s initiative deserves support.

[From the Herald News, Oct. 16, 1997]
WORKING FAMILIES WELCOME REPEAL OF

MARRIAGE TAX PENALTY

Elimination of the marriage tax penalty
looks like a ‘‘can’t miss’’ campaign for mar-
ried couples and Rep. Jerry Weller, R-Morris.

The problem is that it has failed in the
past, most notably it was part of the recent
Republican ‘‘Contract with America.’’ It has
been vetoed twice by President Bill Clinton.

Backing this tax reform is like supporting
hot dogs and apple pie. It’s ‘‘politically cor-
rect.’’

Weller’s bill would allow married couples
to select ‘‘single’’ or ‘‘married’’ on their In-
ternal Revenue Service forms. They can pick
the filing status that brings them the great-
est tax relief.
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Like any ‘‘relief,’’ this proposal has a price

tag. More than 21 million married couples
pay an average of $1,400 more in taxes be-
cause they file joint income tax returns.

Weller has 218 co-sponsors for this legisla-
tion so far. That’s a majority in the House of
Representatives. The key player in his cor-
ner is House Speaker Newt Gingrich, R-Ga.
Gingrich said that an anticipated budget sur-
plus next spring could be used to offset the
loss of revenue caused by the eliminating the
marriage tax penalty.

Even a heavyweight like Gingrich will face
opposition with this unfair tax. There are
numerous other uses for that projected sur-
plus, including legislators who want to spend
more to repair the nation’s highways.

All of this considered, the elimination of
the marriage tax should have appeal for
working families. Weller said the tax change
would be the centerpiece of any 1998 tax re-
lief bills.

Working couples should support this con-
cept. The tax is clearly discriminatory.

Weller released the results of a national
poll this week that showed Americans sup-
port repeal of the marriage tax. We are sure
of that. This is a middle class issue that will
draw considerable support when it is ex-
plained to taxpayers.

Taxpayers across America should support
repeal of the marriage tax. In this region
that means contacting Weller’s office or Rep.
Harris Fawell of Naperville. It will bring
clear-cut tax relief to married couples. There
may be competition to use federal dollars for
other purposes but working people need to
stand up and be counted on this proposal.

Marriage should not be penalized by the
IRS.

f

SPECIAL ORDERS

The SPEAKER pro tempore (Mr.
SNOWBARGER). Under the Speaker’s an-
nounced policy of January 7, 1997, and
under a previous order of the House,
the following Members will be recog-
nized for 5 minutes each.

f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New Jersey [Mr. SAXTON]
is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. SAXTON addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extensions of Remarks.]

f

HUMAN RIGHTS IN ECUADOR

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gentle-
woman from Florida [Ms. BROWN] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Ms. BROWN of Florida. Mr. Speaker,
I rise this evening to talk about human
rights in Ecuador.

On October 1, I traveled to Ecuador
to visit several American prisoners
who have been held for many years
without even a trial. I made my first
trip to Ecuador in April of this year,
where I was surprised to see the hor-
rible conditions of the prison and the
chaotic condition that exists in the
justice system.

Ecuador is a Third World country
that cannot afford decent prisons.
Many prisoners do not even have bath-
rooms or food that is safe to eat. The
justice system is incredibly corrupt.

Judges and lawyers ask for bribes, and
it is only the wealthy who can buy
their way out. Almost 80 percent of the
prisoners in this country have been
held on drug charges. Because Ecuador
has some of the strictest drug laws in
the world, I have been told by several
officials that this policy is a result of
pressure from the United States.

I firmly believe that we need to be
tough on crime. But the problem in Ec-
uador is that the drug laws are so so-
phisticated that you have to have a
good functional justice system to ad-
minister these laws. Ecuador does not.
There is no computers in the court-
room. It takes months before the police
even let the courts know that someone
has been arrested. And then you can sit
in jail for years before anyone ac-
knowledges you.

The problem is that when, and if, the
people go to trial, more than 60 percent
of them are found innocent. Let me re-
peat this. Sixty percent of those people
are found innocent. This is a travesty.
And in this system, there are almost 60
Americans. But there has been
progress. The condemnation of inter-
national attention and visits by Mem-
bers of Congress in this part of the
country has shed light on the situa-
tion. I am proud today that since April,
Ecuador has released more than 800
Ecuadorean prisoners who were trapped
in this unjust system.

One of those prisoners was an Amer-
ican who was released last month after
my visit. I spoke about this woman
when I came to the floor in May to talk
about the problems of this horrible sys-
tem. Her name is Sandra Chase. She is
a 53-year-old woman who suffers a ter-
rible circulatory disease. She was ar-
rested in December 1995 during her first
trip out of this country. It took almost
18 months for the police to take her
deposition. While she was in jail, San-
dra lost her house and everything she
owned.

On October 7, the Ecuadorean Gov-
ernment gave amnesty to Sandra
Chase. She came home October 9, and
her daughter Tammi and I met her in
Miami.
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She is now with her daughter in Cali-
fornia where she is receiving treatment
for her disease. I cannot express how
happy I was that after almost 2 years,
Sandra Chase was able to come home
to her family. What a terrible night-
mare she suffered.

I am submitting a letter for the
RECORD that I have sent to the Min-
ister of Government in Ecuador thank-
ing their country for their release of
this prisoner.

While I am extremely grateful for the
cooperation, I remain very concerned
about another prisoner in Ecuador, Jim
Williams. He has been held for 14
months, and the judge in this case con-
tinues to refuse all of the evidence pre-
sented on his behalf. This is a very
good example of how the justice system
does not work.

Jim Williams has brought an incred-
ible amount of attention to the justice
system in Ecuador and has helped
many lives by doing so. I continue to
pray for Jim Williams and his family.
This Sunday night, November 9, Jim
Williams and other American prisoners
in Ecuador will be featured on 60 Min-
utes. I hope that this program will
show the American people what is hap-
pening to our neighbors in South
America and encourage this country to
take a closer look at our policy in
South America.

Finally, I want to thank the family
of Jim Williams for their continued
strong support. My thoughts and pray-
ers go out to each of them, especially
to Jim Williams’ mother, who sends me
cards of encouragement, and to Jim
Williams’ loving wife Robin Williams,
who have worked campaigning for her
husband each day since his arrest, and
his brother Charlie Williams who re-
fused to give up the fight. Robin and
Charles are in Washington tonight
working on behalf of Jim Williams.
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore [Mr.
REDMOND]. Under a previous order of
the House, the gentlewoman from
Washington, Mrs. LINDA SMITH is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

[Mrs. LINDA SMITH of Washington
addressed the House. Her remarks will
appear hereafter in the Extensions of
Remarks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from New York [Mr. MCNULTY]
is recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. McNULTY addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extension of Remarks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Georgia [Mr. KINGSTON] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. KINGSTON addressed the House.
His remarks will appear hereafter in
the Extension of Remarks.]
f

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from Illinois [Mr. RUSH] is rec-
ognized for 5 minutes.

[Mr. RUSH addressed the House. His
remarks will appear hereafter in the
Extension of Remarks.]
f

PUBLICATION OF THE RULES OF
THE JOINT COMMITTEE OF CON-
GRESS ON THE LIBRARY

The SPEAKER pro tempore. Under a
previous order of the House, the gen-
tleman from California [Mr. THOMAS] is
recognized for 5 minutes.

Mr. THOMAS. Mr. Speaker, pursuant to
clause 2 of rule 11 of the Rules of the House
of Representatives, I hereby submit the Rules
of Procedure of the Joint Committee of Con-
gress on the Library for printing in the CON-
GRESSIONAL RECORD.
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